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OF JESUS CHRIST FROM · 
THE DEAD 
I 
BY REV. R. A.TORREY,D. D, 
r'" 
The resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead is the cor-
ner-stone of Christian doctrine. It is mentioned directly one 
hundred and four or more times in the New Testament. It 
was the n1ost prominent and cardinal point in the apostolic 
testimony. ·) When the apostolic company, after the apostasy 
of Judas Iscariot, felt it necessary to complete their number 
again 'by the addition of one to take the place of Judas Iscariot, 
it was in order that he might "be a witness with us of His 
resurrection" (Acts 1 :21, 22). The resurrection of Jesus 
Christ was the one point that · Peter emphasized in his great 
sermon on the Day of Pentecost. His whole sermon cen-
tered in that fact. Its key-note was, "This Jesus hath God 
raised up, whereof we all are. witnesses" (Acts 2 :32, cf. vs. 
24-31). When the Apostles were filled again with the Holy 
Spirit some days later, the one · central · result was that "with 
'great power gave the Apostles witness of the resu.rrection of 
the Lord Jesus." The central doctrine that the Apostle Paul 
preached to the Epicurean and Stoic philosophers on Mars . 
Hill was Jesus and the resurrection. (Acts 17 :18, cf. Acts 
23:6; 1Cor.15:15.) The resurrection of Jesus .Ch .. 1st is one 
of · the two fundamental truths of the Gospel, th~ other being 
His atoning death. Paul says in 1 Cor. 15 :1, 3, 4, "Moreove'r, 
brethren, I declare unto you the Gospel which I preached unto 
you, ~hich also ye have received. and wherein ye ·stand; For I 
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delivered unto you first -0f all that which I also received, how . 
that Christ died for our sins according to the Scriptures·;· Artd 
that He was buried, and that .He rose ·again .the thir~ day 
according to the Scriptures." This was the glad .tidings, first, 
that Christ djed for our sins and made atonement; and second, 
that He rose again. The crucifixion loses its meaning without 
the resurrection. Without the resurrection, · the death .of 
Christ was only the heroic death of a noble martyr. With 
the resurrection, it is the atoning death of the Son of God .. It 
shows that death to be of sufficient value to cover all our sms; 
for it was the sacrifice of the Son of God. In it we ha~e a_n 
all-sufficient ·ground for knowing that the blackest . sin is 
atoned for. Disprove the resurrection of Jes us Christ and 
Christian faith is vain. "If Christ be not risen," cries Paul, 
"then is our preaching vain and your faith is also vai~" ( 1 Cor. 
15 :14). And later he adds, "If Christ be not risen, your 
faith is vain. you are yet in your sins." Paul, as the context 
clearly shows, is talking about the bodily resurrection ?f ! es us 
Chi-ist. The doctrine of the resurrection of Jesus Chris.t is th.e 
one doctrine that has power to save any one who believes it 
with the heart. As we read in Rom. 10 :9, "If thou shalt con-
fess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine 
heart that God hath raised Him from the dead, tho_u s~alt be 
d " To know the power of Christ's resurrect10n is one save . . 
of the highest ambitions of the intelligent believer, to atta~n 
which he sacrifices all things and counts them but refuse (Phil. 
3 :8-10 R. V.). . . 
(While the literal bodily resu_rrec~io~ of Jesus C~rist is the 
corner-stone of Christian doctrine, it is also the Gibraltar of . 
Christian evidence, and the Waterloo of infidelity and r~tional-
. If thP Scriptural assertions of Christ's resurrection can ism. ~ . 
be established as historic certainties, the claims an@ doctrines 
of Christianity rest upon an impregnable fo1:ndation. On the 
other hand, if the resurrection of Jes us Christ from the dead 
cannot be established, Christianity must go. It was a true 
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· instinct that led a leading and brilliant agnostic in England 
to say, that there is no use wasting 'time discussing the other 
miracles. The essential question is, Did Jesus Christ rise from 
the dead? adding, that if He did, it ·was ea'sy enough to be-
lieve the other miracles; but, if not, the other miracles must go.) 
.Are the statements contained in the four Gospels regarding 
the resurrection .of Jesus Christ statements of fact or are they 
fiction, fables, myths? There are three separate lines of proof 
that the statements contained in the four Gospels regarding 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ are exact statements of his-
toric fact. 
I. THE EXTERNAL EVIDENCE OF THE AUTHENTICITY 
AND TRUTHFULNESS OF THE GOSPEL NARRATIVES 
This is an altogether satisfactory argument. The external 
proofs of the authenticity and truthfulness of the Gospel nar-
ratives are overwhelming, but the argument is long and intri-
cate and it would take a volume to discuss it satisfactorily. 
The other arguments are so completely sufficient and over-
whelming and convincing to a candid mind that we can do 
without this, good as it is in its place. 
The next argument is from-
II. THE INTERNAL PROOFS OF THE TRUTHFULNESS 
OF THE GOSPEL RECORDS 
This argument is thoroughly conclusive, and we shall state 
it briefly in the pages which follow. We shall not assume any-
thing whatever. \Ve shall not assume that the four Gospel 
records are true history; we shall not assume that the four 
Gospels were written by the men whose names they bear, 
though it could be easily proven that they . were; we shall not 
even assume that they were written in the century in which 
Jesus is alleged to have lived and died and risen again, nor in 
the next century, nor in the next. We will assume absolutely 
nothing. We will start out with a fact which we all know 
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to be a fact, namely, that we have the four Gospels today, 
whoever wrote them and whenever they were written. We 
shall place these four Gospels side by side, and see if we can 
discern in them the marks of truth or of fiction. · 
1. The first thing that strikes us as we compare these 
Gospels one with another is that they are four separate and 
independent accounts. This appears plainly from the ap-
parent discrepancies in the four different accounts. These 
apparent discrepancies are marked and many. It would have, 
been impossible for these four accounts to have been made up 
in collusion with one another, or to have been derived from 
one another and so many and so marked discrepancies to be 
found in them. There is harmony between the four accounts, 
but the harmony does not lie upon the surface; it comes out 
only by protracted and thorough study. It is precisely. such 
a harmony as would exist between accounts written or related 
· by several different persons, each looking at the events re-
corded from his own standpoint. It is precisely such a har-
mony as would not . exist in four accounts manufactured in 
collusion, or derived one from the other. · In four accounts 
manufactured in collusion, whatever of harmony there might 
be. would appear on the surfa~e. Whatever discrepancy there 
might be would only ccme out by minute and careful study. 
But with the four Gospels the case is just the oppo~ite. Har-
mony comes cut by minute and careful study, and the apparent 
discrepancy lies upon the surface. Whether true or false, 
these four accounts are separate and independent from one 
another. (The four accounts also supplement one another, the 
third accourit sometimes reconciling apparent discrepancies 
· between two.) 
These accounts must be either a record of facts that actu-
ally occurred or else fictions. If fictions, they must have been 
fabriCated in one· of two ways-either independently of one an-
other, or in collusion with one another. They cannot have 
been fabricated independently of one another; the agreements 
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are too marked and too many. It is absolutely incredible that 
four persons sitting down to write an account of what never 
occurred independently of one another should have made 
theit stories agree to the · extent that these do. On the other 
hand, they cannot have been made up~ as we have already seen, 
in collusion with one another; the apparent discrepancies are 
too numerous and too noticeable. It . is proven they were 
not made up independently of one another; it is p'roven they 
were not made up in collusion with one another, so we are 
driven to the conclusion that they were not made up at all, 
that they are a true r,~lation of facts as they actually occurred. 
We might rest the argument here and reasonably call the case 
settled, but we will go on still further: 
. 2. The next thing we notice is th~t each of these ac-
counts bears striHng indications of having been derived from 
eye witnesses. 
The account of an eye witness is readily distinguishable 
from the account of one who is merely retailing what others 
have told him. Any one who. is accustomed to weigh evidence 
in court or in historical study soon learns how to distinguish 
the report of an eye witness from mere heresay evidence. 
Any careful student of the Gospel records of the resurrection 
will readily detect many marks of the eye witness. Some 
years ago when lecturmg at an Amencan university, a gen-
tleman was introduced to me as being a skeptic. I asked 
him, "What line of study are you pursuing?" · He replied 
that he was pursuing a post graduate course in history with 
a view to a professorship in history. I said, "The6 you 
know that the , account of an eye witness differs in marked 
respects from the account of one who is simply telling what 
he has heard from others?" "Yes,'-' he replied. I next 
asked, "Have you car:efully read the four Gospel accounts 
of the resurrection of Christ?" He replied, "I have." "Tell 
me, have you not noticed clear indications that they were 
derived from eye witnesses?" "Yes." he replied, "I h~ve 
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been greatly struck by this in reading the accounts." Any 
one who carefully and intelligently reads them will be struck 
with the same fact. 
3. The third thing that we notice about these Gospel 
narratives · is their naturalness, straightforwardness, artless-
ness and simplicity. 
The accounts, it is true, have to do with the supernatural, 
but the accounts themselves are most natural. There is a re-
markable absence of all attempt at coloring and effect. There 
is nothing but the simple, straightforward telling of facts as 
they actually occurred. It frequently happens that . w~en a 
witness is on the witness stand, the story he tells 1s so 
artless, so straightforward, so natural, there is such an en-
tire absence of any attempt at coloring or effect that his tes·· 
timony bears weight independently of anything we may know 
of the character or previous history of the witness. As we 
listen to his story, we say to ourselves, "This man is telling 
the truth." The weight of this kind of evidence is greatly 
increased and reaches practical certainty when we have sev-
era.1 independent witnesses of this sort, all bearing testimony 
to the same essential facts, but with varieties of detail, one 
omitting what another tells, and the third un~onsciously 
reconciling apparent discrepancies between the two. This is 
the precise case with the four Gospel narratives of the resur-
rection of Christ. The Gospel writers do not seem to have 
reflected at all upon the meaning or bearing of many of the 
facts which they relate. They simply tell right out what 
they saw in all simplicity and straightforwardness, leaving 
the philosophizing to others. Dr. William Furness, the great 
Unitarian scholar and critic, who certainly was not over-much 
disposed in favor of the supernatural, says, "Nothing can ex-
ceed in artlessness and simplicity the four accounts of the 
first appearance of Jesus after His crucifixion. If these 
qualities are not discernible here, we must despair of ever 
being able to discern them anywhere." 
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Suppose we . should find four accounts of the battle of 
Monmouth. Suppose, furthermore, that nothing decisive was 
known as to the authorship of these four accounts, but, when 
we laid them side by side, we found that they were mani-
festly independent accounts. We found, furthermore, strik-
ing indications that they were from eye witnesses. We 
found them all marked by that artlessness, straightforward-
ness and simplicity that always carries conviction; we found 
that, while apparently disagreeing i~ minor details, they 
agreed substantially in their account of the battle-even 
though we had no knowledge of the authorship or date of 
these accounts, would we not, in the absence of any other 
accounts, say, "Here is a true account of the battle of Mon-
mouth ?" Now this is exactly the case with the four Gospel 
narratives. Manif est1y separate and independent from one 
another, bearing the clear marks of having been derived from 
eye witnesses, characterized by an unparalleled artlessness, 
simplicity and straightforwardness, apparently disagreeing in 
minor details, but in perfect agreement as to the great central 
facts related. If we are fair and honest, if we follow the 
canons of evidence followed in court, if we follow any sound 
and sane law of literary and historical criticism, are we not 
logically driven to say, "Here is a true account of the resur-
rection of Jes us." · Here again we might rest our case and call 
the resurrection of Jesus from the dead proven, but we go 
on still further: 
4. The next thing we notice is the unintentional evidence 
of words, phrases, and accidental details. 
It oftentimes happens that when a witness is on the stand, 
the unintentional evidence that he bears by words and 
phrases which he uses, and by accidental details which he intro-
duces, is more convincing than his direct testimony, because 
it is not the testimony of the witness, but a testimony of the 




Take, as the first instance, the fact that in all the Gospel 
records of the resurrection, we are given to understand that 
Jesus was not at first recognized by His disciples when He 
appeared to them after His resurrection, e. g., Luke 24 :16; 
John 21 :4. We are not told why this was so, but if ·we will 
think awhile over it, we will' soon discover why it was so. 
tut the Gospel narratives simply record the fact without at-
tempting to explain it. If the stories were fictitious, they 
certainly would n.ever have been made up in this way, for the 
. writer would have seen at once the objection that wotild arise 
in the minds of those who did not wish to believe in His 
resurrection, that is, that it was not really Jesus _Whom the 
disciples saw. Why, then, is the story told in this way? F or 
the self-evident reason that the evangelists were not making 
up a story for effect, but simply recording events precisely as 
they occurred. This is the way in which it occurred, therefore 
this is the way in which they told it. It is not a fabrication 
of imaginary incidents, but an exact record of facts care-
fully observed and accurately recorded. 
Take a second instance: In all the Gospel records of the 
appearances of Jes us after His resurrection, there is not a 
single recorded appearance to ah enemy or opponent of 
Christ. All His appearances were to those who were already 
believers. Why this was so we can easily see by a little 
thought, but nowhere in the Gospels are we told why it was 
so. If the stories had been fabricated, they certainly would 
never have been made up in this way. If the Gospels were, 
as some would have us believe, fabrications constructed one 
hundre{ two hundred, or three hundred years after the al-
leged events recorded, when all the actors were · dead and 
gone and no one could gainsay any lies told, Jesus would have 
been represented as appearing to Caiaphas, and Annas, and 
Pilate, and Herod, and confounding them by His re-appearance 
from the dead. But there is no suggestion even of anything 
vf thi~ kind ~n the Gospel ~tories. Every appearance is to 
• 
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one who is already a believer. Why is this so? For the 
self-evident reason that this was the way that things oc-
curred, and the Gospel narratives are not concerned with 
producing a story for effect, but simply with recording events 
precisely. as they . occurred and as they ·were observed. 
We find still another instance in the fact that the re-
corded appearances of Jesus afte.r His resurrection were onl~ 
occasional. He would appear in the midst of His disciples 
and disappear, and not be seen again perhaps for several 
days. Why this was so, we can easily think out for our-
selves--He was evidently seeking to wean His disciples from 
their old-time communion ·with Him in the body, and to 
prepare them for the communion with Himself in the Spirit 
that was to follow in the days that were to come. We are 
not, however, told this in the Gospel narratives. We are 
left to discover it for ourselves, and this is all the more sig-
nificant for that reason. It is doubtful if the disciples them-
selves realized the meaning of the facts. If they had been 
making up the story to produce effect, they would have repre-
sented Jesus as being with them constantly, as living with 
them, eating and drinking with them, day after day. Why 
then is the story told as recorded in the four Gospels? Be-
cause this is the way in which it had all occurred. The Gos-
pel writers are simply concerned with giving the exact repre-
sentation of the facts as witnessed by themselves and others. 
We find another very striking instance in what is re-
corded concerning the words of Jes us to Mary at their first 
meeting. (John 20 :17.) Jesus is recorded as saying to Mary, 
"Touch me not, for I am not yet ascended to My Father." 
We are not told why Jesus said this to Mary. vVe are left 
to discover the reason for it if we can, and the comm~ntators 
have had a great deal of trouble in discovering it. Their ex-
planations vary widely one from another. I have a reason 
of my own which I have never seen in any commentary, but 
which I am persuaded is the true reason, but it would prob-
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ably be difficult to persuade others that it was the true rea-
son. Why then is this little utterance of Jesus put in the 
Gospel record without a word of explanation, and which it 
has taken eighteen centuries to explain, and which is not 
altogether satisfactorily explained yet? Certainly a writer 
making up a story would not put in a little detail like that 
ithout apparent meaning and without an attempt at an ex-
planation of it. Stories that are made up are made up for 
a purpose ; details that are inserted are inserted for a pur-
pose, a purpose more or less evident, but eighteen centuries 
of study have not be.en able to find out the purpose why this 
was inserted. Why then do we find it here? Because this 
is exactly what happened. This is what Jesus said; this is 
what Mary heard Jesus say; this is what Mary told, and 
therefore this is what John recorded. We cannot have a fic-
tion here, but an accurate · record of words spoken by Jesus 
after His resurrection. 
·we find still another instance in John 20 :4-6: "So they 
ran both together; and the other disciple did outrun Peter, 
and came first to the sepulchre. And he, stooping down and 
looking in, saw the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. 
Then cometh · Simon Peter following him, and went into the 
sepulchre, and seeth the linen clothes lie." This is all in 
striking keeping with what we know of the men from other 
sources. Mary, returning hurriedly from the tomb, bursts 
in upon the two disciples and cries, "They have taken away 
the Lord out of the sepulchre, and we know not where they 
have laid Him." John and Peter sprang to their feet and 
ran at the top of their speed to the tomb. John, the younger 
of the two disciples (it is all the more striking that the narra-
tive does not tell us here that he was the younger of the two 
disciples), was fleeter of foot and outran Peter and reached 
the tomb first, but man of retiring and reverent disposition 
that he was (we are not told this here but we know it from 
a study of his personality as revealed elsewhere) he did not 
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enter the tomb, but simply stooped down and looked in. Im-
petuous but older Peter comes lumbering on behind as fast 
as he can, but when once he reaches the tomb, he never waits 
a moment outside but plunges headlong in. Is this made 
up, or, is it life? He was indeed a literary artist of con-
summate ability who had the skill to make this up if it did 
not occur just so. There is incidentally a touch of local 
coloring in the report. When one visits today the tomb which 
scholars now accept as the real burial place of Jesus, he will 
find himself unconsciously obliged to stoo down in order to 
look in. 
Still another instance is found in John 21 :7: "Therefore, 
that disciple whom Jesus loved saith to Peter, It is the Lord. 
. Now when Simon Peter heard that it was the Lord, he girt 
his fisher's coat unto him, (for he was naked,) and did cast 
himself into the sea." Here again we have the unmistakable 
marks of truth and life. The Apostles had gone at Jesus' 
command into Galilee to meet Him there, but Jesus does not . 
at once appear. Simon Peter, with the fisherman's passi.on 
still stirring in his bosom says, "I go a-fishing." The others 
replied, "We also go with thee." They fished all night, and, 
with characteristic fishermen~s luck, caught nothing. In the 
early dawn Jesus stands upon the shore, but the disciples 
did not recognize Him in the dim light. Jesus calls to them, 
"Children, have ye any meat?" And they answer, "No." He 
bids them cast the net on the right side of the ship and they 
will find. When the cast was made, they were not able to 
draw it for the multitude of fishes. In an instant, John, the 
man of quick spiritual perception, says, "It is the Lord." No 
sooner does Peter, the man of impulsive action, hear it than 
he grasps his fisher's coat, casts it about his naked form 
and throws himself overboard and strikes out for shore to 
reach his Lord. Is this made up, or, is it life? This is not 
fiction. If some unknown author of the fourth Gospel made 
this up, he is the master literary .artLt of the · ages, and we 
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should take down every other name from our literary 
pantheon and place him above them all. 
We find a sfill more touching instance in John 20 : 15 : 
"Jes us saith unto her, Woman, why weepest thou? whom 
seekest thou? She, supposing Him to be the gardener, saith 
unto Him, Si.r, if thou hast borne Him hence, tell me whe_re 
thou hast laid Him, and I will take Him away." Here is 
surely a touch that surpasses the art of any man of that day 
or any other day. Mary had gone into the city and notified 
John .and Peter t11'lt she had found the sepulchre empty. They 
start on a run for the sepulchre. As Mary has already made 
the journey twice, they easily far outstrip her, but with heavy 
heart and slow and weary feet, she makes her way back to 
the tomb. Peter and John have long gone when she reaches 
it, broken-hearted, thinking that not only has her beloved 
· Lord been slain, but that His tomb has been desecrated. She 
stands . without weeping. There are two angels sitting in the 
tomb, one at the head and the other at the feet where the 
body of Jesus had lain. But the grief-stricken woman has 
no eye for angels. They say unto her, "Woman, why weep-
est thou?" She replies, "Because they have taken away my 
Lord, and I know not where they have laid Him." A rustle 
in the leaves at her back and she turns around to see who is 
coming. She sees Jesus standing there, but, blinded by tears 
and despair, she does not recognize her Lord. Jes us also 
says to her, "Why weepest thou? Whom seekest thou?" She, 
supposing it to be the gardener who is talking to her, says, 
"Sir, if thou hast borne Him hence, tell me where thou hast 
laid Him and I will take Him away." Now remember who 
it is that makes the . offer, and what she offers to do; a weak 
woman offers to carry a full grown man away. Of course, 
she could not do it, but how true to a woman's love that al- . 
ways forgets its weakness and never stops at impossibilities. 
There is something to be done and she says, "I will do it," 
"Tell me where thou hast laid Him, and I will take Him 
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away." Is this made up? Never! This is life; this ts 
reality ; this is truth. 
We find another instance in Mark 16 :7·: "But go your 
. way, tell His disciples and Peter that He goeth before you 
into Galilee : there shall ye see Him, as He said unto you." 
What I would have you notice here are the two words, "and 
Peter.)' Why "and Peter'!}} Was not Peter one of the 
disciples? Surely he was, the very head of the apostolic 
company. Why then, "and Peter?" No explanation is given 
in the text, but reflection shows it was the tterance of love 
toward the despondent, despairing disciple whd had thrice de-
nied his Lord. If the message had been simply to the disci-
ples Peter would have said, "Yes, I was once a disciple, but 
I can no longer be counted such. I thrice denied my Lord 
on that awful night with oaths and curses. It does not mean 
me." But our tender compassionate Lord through His 
angelic messenger sends the message, "Go tell His disciples, 
and whoever you tell, be sure you tell poor, weak, faltering, 
backslidden, broken-hearted Peter." Is this made up, or is 
this a real picture of our Lord? I pity the man who is so 
dull that he can imagine this is fiction. Incidentally let it be 
noted that this is recorded only in the Gospel of Mark, which, 
as is well known, is Peter's Gospel. As Peter dictated to 
Mark one day what he should record, with tearful eyes and 
grateful heart he would turn to him and say, "Mark, be 
'sure you put that in, 'Tell His disciples and Peter:), 
Take still another instance in John 20 :27-29 : "Then 
saith He to Thomas, Reach hither thy finger, and behold My 
hands; and reach hither thy hand, and thrust tt into My side; 
and be not faithless but believing. And . Thomas answered 
and said unto Him, My Lord and my God. Jesus saith unto 
.him, Thomas, because thou hast seen Me, thou hast believed: 
blessed are they that have not seen, and yet have believed." 
Note here two things; the action of Thomas and the rebuke 
of Jesus. Each is too characteristic to be attributed to the 
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art of sonie master of fiction. Thomas had not been with 
the disciples at the first appearance of our Lord. A week 
had passed by. Another Lord's Day had come: This time 
Thomas makes sure of being present; if the Lord is to ap-
pear, he will be there. If he had been like some of our 
modern doubters, he would have taken pains to be away, but, 
doubter though he was, he was an honest doubter and wanted 
to know. Suddenly Jesus stands in the midst. He says to 
Thomas, "Reach hither thy finger, and behold My hands, and 
reach thither th hand, and thrust it into My side: and be 
not faithless but believing." At last Thomas' eyes ·are 
opened. His faith long dammed back bursts ·every barrier 
and '·weeping onward carries Thomas to a higher height than 
any other disciple had as yet- reached-exultingly and adoringly 
he cries, as he looks up into the face of Jesus, "My Lord and 
My God!" Then Jesus tenderly, but searchingly, rebukes him. 
"Thomas," He says, "because thou hast seen Me, thou hast 
believed. Blessed are they [who are so eager to find and so 
quick to see, and so ready to accept the truth, that they do not 
wait for actual visible demonstration but are ready to take 
truth on sufficient testimony] that have not seen and yet have 
believed." Is this made up, or is this life? Is it a record of 
facts as they occurred, or a fictitious production. of some 
master artist? 
Take still another instance: In John 21 :15-17 we read: 
"So when they had dined, Jesus saith to Simon Peter, Simon, 
son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than these? He saith un-
to Him, Yea; Lord; Thou knowest that I love Thee. He 
saith unto him, Feed My lambs. He saith unto him again 
the second time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou Me? He 
saith unto Him, Yea, Lord, Thou knowest that I love Thee. 
He saith unto him; Feed My sheep. He saifh unto him the 
• third time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou Me? Peter was 
grieved because He said unto him the third time, Lov~st thou 
Me? And he said unto Him, Lord, Thou knowest all things ; 
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Thou knowest that I love Thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed 
My sheep." . Note especially here the words, "Peter was 
grieved because He said unto him the third time, Lovest 
thou Me?" Why did Jes us ask Peter three times, "Lovest 
thou Me?" And why was Peter grieved because Jesus did 
ask him three times? We are not told in the text, but, if 
we read it in the light of Petier's thrice repeated denial of 
his Lord, we will understand it. As Peter had denied his . 
Lord thrice, Jes us three times gave Peter an opportunity to 
reassert his love. But this, tender as it was, brings back to 
Peter that awful night when in the courtyard of Annas and 
Caiaphas, he thrice denied his Lord, and "Peter was grieved 
because He said unto him the third time, Lovest thou Me." 
Is this made up? Did the writer make it up . with this fact 
in view? If he did, he surely would have mentioned it. It 
cannot have been made up. It is not fiction. It is simply 
reporting what actually occurred. The accurate truthful-
ness of the record comes out even more strikingly in the 
Greek than in the English version. Two different words are 
used for "love." Jes us, in asking Peter, "Lovest thou Me?" 
uses a strong word denoting the higher form of love. Peter, 
replying, "Lord, Thou knowest that I love Thee," uses a 
weaker word, but one denoting a more tender form of love. 
Jesus, the second time uses the stronger word, and the second 
time in his reply Peter uses the weaker word. In His third 
question, Jesus comes down to Peter's level and uses the 
weaker word that Peter had used from the beginning. Then 
Peter replies, "Lord, Thou knowest all things, Thou knowest 
that I love Thee," using the same weaker word. This can-
not be fiction. It is accurately reported fact. 
Take still another instance: In John 20 :16 we read, 
"Jesus saith unto her, Mary. She turned herself and saith 
unto Him, Rabboni; which is to say, Master." What a deli-
cate touch of nature we have here! Mary is standing outside 
the tomb overcome with grief. She has not recognized her 
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Lord, though He has spoken to her. She has mistaken Him 
for the gardener. She has said, "Sir, if thou hast borne 
Him hence,. tell me where thou hast laid Him, and I will 
take Him away." Then Jesus utters just one word. He 
says, "Mary." As that name came trembling on the morning 
air, uttered with the old familiar tone, spoken as no one else 
had ever spoken it but He, in an instant her eyes were opened. 
She falls at His feet and tries to clasp them, and looks up 
into His face, and cries, "Rabboni, my Master." Is this 
made up? Impossible ! This is life. This is Jes us, and 
this is the woman who loved Him. No unknown author of 
the second, third, or fourth century, could have produced 
such a masterpiece as this. We stand here unquestionably 
face to face with reality, with life, with Jesus and Mary as 
they actually were. 
One more important illustration : In John 20 :7 we ·read, 
"And the napkin, that was about His head, not lying with 
the linen clothes, but wrapped together in a place by itself." 
· How strange that such a little detail as this should be added to 
the story with absolutely no attempt at explaining. But how 
deeply significant this little unexplained detail is. Recall 
the circumstances. Jesus is dead. For three days and three 
nights his body is lying cold and silent in the sepulchre, as 
truly dead as any body was . ever dead, but at last the ap-
pointed hour has come, the breath of God sweeps through 
the sleepifig and silent clay, and in that supreme moment of 
His own earthly life, that supreme moment of human his-
tory, when Jesus rises triumphant over death and grave and 
Satan, there is no excitement upon His part, but with that 
same majestic self-composure and serenity that marked His 
whole care~r, that same Divine calm that He displayed upon 
storm-tossed Galilee, when His affrighted disciples shook 
Him from His slumbers and said, "Lord, carest thou not 
that we perish?" and He arose serenely on the deck of the 
tossing vessel and said to the wild, tempestuous waves and 
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winds, "Be still," and there was a great calm: so now again 
in this sublime, this awful moment, He does not excitedly 
tear the napkin from His face and fling it aside, but abso-
lutely without human haste or flurry, or disorder, He unties 
it calmly from His head, rolls it up and lays it away in an 
orderly manner in a place by itself. Was that made up? 
Never! We do not behold here an exqµisite masterpiece 
of the romancer's art; .we read here the simple narrative 
of a matchless detail in a unique life that was actually lived 
here upon earth, a life so beautiful that one cannot read it 
with an honest and open mind without feeling the tears com-
ing into his eyes. 
But some one will say, all these are little things. True, 
and it is from that very fact th.it they gain much of their sig-
nificance. It is just in. such little things that fiction would 
disclose itself. Fiction displays itself different from fact in 
the minute; in the great outstanding outlines you can make 
fiction look like truth, but when you come to examine it 
minutely and microscopically, you will soon detect that it is not 
reality but ·fabrication. But the more miscroscopically we 
examine the Gospel narratives, the more we become impressed 
with their truthfulness. There is an artlessness and natural-
ness and self-evident truthfulness in the narratives, down to 
the minutest" detail, that surpasses all the possibilities of art. 
The third line of proof that the statements contained in 
the four Gospels regarding the resurrection of Jesus Christ 
are exact statements of historic fact, is 
III. THE CIRCUMSTANTIA'L -EVIDENCE FOR THE 
RESURRECTION OF CHRIST 
There are certain proven and admitted facts thq.t demand 
the resurrection of Christ to . account for them. 
1. . Beyond a question, the foundation truth preached in 
the early years of the Church's history was the resurrection. 
This was the one doctrine upon which the Apostles were evei-
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ringing the changes. Whether Jesus did actually rise from 
the dead or not, it is certain that the one thing that the Apostles 
constantly proclaimed was that He had risen. Why should 
the Apostles use this as the very corner-stone of their creed, 
if not well attested and firmly believed? 
But this is not all : (They laid down their lives for this 
doctrine. Men never lay down their lives for a doctrine 
which they do not firmly believe. j They stated that they had 
seen Jes us after His resurrection, and rather than give up 
their statement, they laid down their lives for it. Of course, 
men may die for error and often have, but it was for error 
that they firmly believed. In this case they would have 
known whether t_hey had seen Jesus or not, and they would 
not merely -have been dying for error but dying for a state-
ment which they knew to be false. This is not only incredible 
but impossible. Furthermore, if the Apostles really firmly 
believed, as is admitted, that Jesus rose from the dead, they 
had some facts upon which they founded their belief. These 
would have been the facts that they would have related in re-
counting the story. They certainly would not have made up 
a story out of imaginary incidents when they had real facts 
upon which they founded their belief. But if the facts were 
as recounted in the Gospels, there is no possible escaping 
the conclusion that Jesus actually arose. Still further, if 
] esus had not arisen, there would have been evidence that 
He had not. His enemies would have sought and found this 
evidence, but the Apostles went up and down the very city 
where He had been crucified and proclaimed right to the 
faces of His slayers that He had been raised and no one 
could produce evidence to the contrary. The very best they 
could do was to say the guards went to sleep and the disci-
ples stole the body while the guards slept. Men who bear 
evidence of what happens while they are asleep are not usu-
ally regarded as credible witnesses. Further still, if -the 
Apostles had stolen the body, they would have known it them-
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selves and would not have been ready to die for what they 
knew to be a fraud. 
2. ( Another known fact is the change in the day of rest.)-
The early church came from among the Jews. From time 
immemorial the Jews had celebrated the seventh day of the 
week as their day of rest and worship, but we find the early 
Christians in the Acts of the Apostles, and also -in early Chris-
tian writings, assembling on the first day of the week. Noth-
ing is more difficult of accomplishment than the change in a 
holy day that has been celebrated for centuries and is one 
o·f the most cherished customs of the people. , What is espe-
cially significant about the change is that it was changed by 
no express decree but by general consent. Something tre-
mendous must have occurred that led to this change. The 
Apostles asserted that what had occurred on that day was the 
resurrection of Chdst from the dead, and that is the most 
rational explanation.) In fact it is the only reasonable ex-
planation of the change. 
3. But the most significant fact of all is the r change in 
the disciples themselves:) the moral transformation. At the 
time of the crucifixion of Christ, we find the whole apostolic 
company filled with blank and utter despair. We see Peter, 
the leader of the apostolic company, denying his _Lord three 
times with oaths and cursings, but a few days later we see 
this same man, filled with a courage that nothing could 
shake. We see him standing before the council that had 
condemned Jesus to death and saying to them, "B~ it known 
unto you all, and to all the people of Israel, that by the name 
of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, whom ·ye crucified, whom God 
raised from the dead, even by Him doth this man st.and be-
fore you whole" (Acts 4:10). A little further on when com-
manded by the council -not to speak at all nor teach in the 
name of Jesus, we hear Peter and John answeri~g, "Whether 
it be right in the sight o_f God to hearken unto you more 
than unto God, judge ye. For we cannot but speak the 
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things which we have seen and he.ard" (Acts 4 :19, 20). A 
little later still after arrest and imprisonment, in peril of 
death, when sternly arraigned by the council, we hear Peter 
and the Apostles answering their demand that they should 
be silent regarding Jes us, . with the words, "\Ve ought to 
obey God rather than man. The God of our fathers raised 
up Jesus whom ye slew and hanged on a tree. Him hath 
God exalted with His right hand to be a Prince and a Saviour, 
for to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins. And 
we are His witnesses of these things" (Acts 5 :29-32). Some-
thing tremendous must have occurred to account for such 
a radical and astounding moral transformation as this. Noth-
ing short of the fact of the resurrection and of their having 
seen the risen Lord will explain it. 
These unquestionable facts are so impressive and so con-
clusive that even infidel and Jewish scholars now admit that 
the Apostles believed that Jesus rose from the dead. Even 
Ferdinand Baur, father of the Tiibigen School, admitted this. 
Even David -Strauss, who wrote the most masterly "Life of 
Jesus" froU: the rationalistic standpoint that was ever writ-
ten, said, "Only this much need be acknowledged that the 
Apostles firmly believed that · Jesus had . arisen." Strauss 
evidently did not wish to admit any more than he had to but 
he felt compelled to admit this much. Schenkel went even 
further and said, "It is an indisputable fact that in the early 
morning of the first day of the week following the .crucifixion, 
the gr~ve of Jes us was found empty. It is a second fact 
that the disciples and other members of the apostolic com-
munion were convinced that Jesus was seen after the cruci-
fixion." These admissions are fatal to the rationalists who 
make· them. The question at once arises, "Whence these .con-
victions and belief?" Renan attempted an answer by say-
ing that "the passion of a hallucinated woma~· (Mary) gives 
t(} the world a resurrected God." (Renan's "Life of Jesus," 
page 357.) By this, Renan means that Mary was in k>ve 
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with Jes us; that after His crucifixion, brooding over it, in 
the passion of .her love, she dreamed herself into a condition 
where she had a hallucination that she had seen Jesus risen 
from the dead. She reported her dream as a fact, and thus 
the passion of a ·hallucinated woman gave to ·the world a 
resurrected God. But the reply to all this is self-~vident, 
J)amely, the passion of a hallucinated woman was not com-
petent to this task. Remember the make-up of the apos-
tolic company; in the apostolic company were a Matthew 
and a Thomas to be convinced, outside was a Saul of Tar-
sus to be converted. The passion of a hallucinated woman 
will not convince a stubborn unbeliever like Thomas, nor a 
Jewish tax-gatherer like Matthew. Whoever heard of a tax-
gatherer, and most of all of a Jewish tax-gatherer, who 
could be imposed upon by the passion of a hallucinated wom-
an? Neither will the passion of a hallucinated woman con-
vince a fierce and conscientious enemy like Saul of Tarsus. 
We must fook for some saner explanation than this. 
Strauss tried to account for it by inquiring whether the ap-
pearance might not · have been visionary. Strauss has had, 
and still has, many followers in this theory. But to this 
we reply, first of all, there was no subjective starting point 
for such visions. The Apostles, so far from expecting to see 
the Lord, would scarcely ,believe their own eyes when they 
did see Him. Furthermore, whoever heard of eleven men 
having the same· vision at the same time, to say nothing of 
five hundred men ( 1 Cor. 15 :6) having the same vision at 
the same time. Strauss demands of us that we give up one 
reasonable miracle and substitute five pundred impossible 
miracles in its place. Nothing can surpass the credulity of 
unbelief. 
The third attempt at an explanation is that Jesus was not 
really dead when they took Him from the cross, that His 
frienqs worked over Him and brought Him back to life, and 
what was supposed to be the appearance of the raised Lord 
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was the appearance of one who never had been really dead 
and was now merely resuscitated. This theory of Paulus 
has been brought forward and revamped by various rational-
istic ·~Titers in our own time and seems to be a favorite theory 
of those who today would deny the reality of our Lord's 
resurrection. To sustain this view, appeal has been made 
to the short time Jes us hung upon the cross and to the fact 
that history tells us of one in the time of Josephus taken down 
from the cross and nursed back to life. But to this we an-
swer: ( 1). Remember the events preceding the crucifixion· 
the agony in the garden of Gethsemane; the awful ordeai 
of t~e. fou: trial~; the scourging and the consequent physical 
cond1t1on m which all this left Jes us. Remember too the 
water and the blood that poured from His pierced side. (2). 
In the second place, we reply, His enemies would have taken 
an.d did tak~, al'l necessary precautions against such a thing a~ 
this happening. (John 19:34.) (3). We reply, in the third 
place, if Je~us had been merely resuscitated, He would have 
been so weak, such an utter physical wreck, that His re-appear-
ance would have been measured at its real value, and the 
~oral transformation in the disciples, for which we are try-
mg to account, would still remain unaccounted for. The of-
ficer in the time ?f Josephus, who is cited in proof, though 
• broug~t back to hf e, was an utter physical wreck. ( 4). We 
reply 1? the fourth place, if brought back to life, the Apostles 
and fnen.ds of Jesus, who are the ones who are supposed to 
have brou~ht Him bac.k to life, would have known· how they 
brought Him back to hfe, and that it was not a case of resur-
rection but of resuscitation, and the main fact to be accounted 
for, namely, the change in themselves would remain unac-
counted for. The attempted explanation is an explanation that 
does Bot explain. ( 5). In the fifth place, we reply, that the 
moral difficult~ is. the greatest of all, for if it was really a 
case of resusc1tatlon, then Jesus tried to palm Himself off 
as one risen from the dead, when in reality He was nothing 
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of the sort. In that case, He would be an arch-impostor, 
and the whole Christian system rests on a fraud as its ulti-
mate foundation. Is it possible to believe that such a sys-
tem of religion as that of Jesus Christ, embodying such ex-
alted principles and precepts of tr?th, purity and love, "orig-
inated in a deliberately-planned fraud"? No one whose own 
heart is not cankered by fraud and trickery can believe Jesus 
to have been an impostor, and His religion to have been 
founded upon fraud. I A leader of the rationalistic forces in 
England has recently tried to prove the theory that Jesus was 
only apparently dead by appealing to the fact that when the 
side of Jesus was pierced blood came forth an,d asks, "Can 
a dead man bleed?" To this the sufficient reply .is that when 
a man dies ·of what is called in popular language, a broken 
heart, the blood escapes' into the· pericardium, and af te.r stand-
ing there for a short time it separates into serum (the water) 
and clot (the red corpuscles, blood), and thus if a man were 
dead, if his side were pierced by a spear, and the point of 
the spear entered the pericardium, "blood and water" would 
flow out just as the record states it did, and what is brought 
forth as a proof that Jes us was not really dead, is in reality 
a proof that He was, . and an illustration of the minute ac-
curacy of the story. / It could not have been made up in this 
way, if it were not actual fact. 
We have eliminated all other possible suppositions. We 
have but one left, namely, Jesus really was raised from the · 
dead the third · day as recorded in the four Gospels. The 
desperate straits to which those who attempt to deny it are 
driven are themselves proof of the fact. 
We have then several independent lines of argument 
pointing decisively and conclusively to the resurrection of 
Christ from the dead. Some of them taken separately prove 
the fact, but taken together they constitute an argument 
that makes doubt of the resurrection of Christ impossible 
to the candid mind. Of course, if one is determined not to 
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believe, no amount of proof wil1 convince him. Such a man 
must be left to his own deliberate choice of error and false-
hood; but any man who really desires to know the truth and 
is willing to obey it at any cost must accept the resurrection 
of Christ as an historically proven fact. 
A brilliant lawyer in New York City some time ago spoke 
to a prominent minister of that city asking him if he. really 
believed that Christ rose from the dead. The minister re-
plied that he did, and asked the privilege of presenting the 
proof to the lawyer . . The lawyer took the material offered 
in proof away and studied it. ·He returned to the minister, 
and said, "I am convinced that Jesus really did rise from the 
dead. But," he then added, ·"I am no nearer being a Chris-
tian than I was before. I thought that the difficulty was 
with my head. I find that it is really with my heart." 
There fa really but one weighty objection to the doctrine 
that Jesus arose from the dead, and . that is, "There is no 
conclusive evidence that any other ever arose." To this a · 
sufficient answer would be, even if it were certain that no 
other ever arose, it would not at all prove that Jesus did not 
arise, for the life of Jesus was unique, His nature was 
unique, His character was unique, His mission was unique, 
His history was unique, and it is not to be wondered at, but . 
rather to be expected, that the issue of such a life should 
also be unique. · However, all this objection is simply David 
Hume's exploded argument against the possibility of the 
miraculous revamped. According to th\s argument, no 
amount of evidence can prove a miracle, because miracles are 
contrary to all experience. But are miracles contrary to all 
experience? To start out by saying that they are is to beg 
the very question at issue. They may be outside of your 
experience and mine, they may be outside the experience . of 
this entire generation, but your experience and mine and the 
experience .of this entire generation is not "all experience." 
Every student of geology · and astronomy knows that things 
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have occurred in the past which are entirely outside of the 
experience of the present generation. Things have occurred 
within' the last ten years that are entirely outside of the ex-
perience of the fifty years preceding it. True science. does 
not start with an a priori hypothesis that certain things are 
impossible, but simply examines the evidence to find out what 
has actually occurred. · It does not twist its observed facts 
to make them accord with a priori theories, but seeks to make 
its theories accord with the facts as observed. To say that 
miracles are impossible, and that no amount of evidence can 
prove a miracle, is to be supremely unscientific. Within the 
past few years, in the domain of chemistry for example, dis-
coveries have been made regarding radium which seemed to 
run counter to all previous observations regarding chemical 
elements and to well established chemical theories. But the 
scientist has not therefore said that these discoveries about 
radium cannot be true; he has rather gone to work to find 
out where the trouble was in his previous theories. The 
observed and recorded facts in the case before us prove to 
a demonstration that Jesus rose from the dead, and true 
science must accept this conclusion and conform its theories 
to this observed fact. The fact of the actual and literal resur-
rection of Jesus Christ from the dead cannot be denied by 
any man who will study the evidence in the case with a candid 
desire to find what the fact is, and not merely to support an 
a priori theory. 
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· 'The Bible Institute 
The co·rrespbndence School."· 
. I~struction . by c~rre?po~.y:le11,ce , 19n.s- ~i1;1ce ~.~ased ,t~ be an 
expenment and to?k its we!l-earned place a~ a duly accredited 
method of educat10n. If 1t lacks the personal touch of the 
clas~-ro.oi:i, it intensifies the ' originality and determination of · 
the md1v1dual student. · 
The Bible Institute of 'Los Angeles offers to men and 
women who are providentially hindered from attending the 
Institute in person, several courses to be · taken by corres-
pondence. 
Its Advantages 
While, no doubt, the Institute itself is the most desirable 
place to carry on one's studies, and alone offers the full round 
of associated departments, yet the corresponding student has 
these things in his favor. He may 
1. Remain at his ordinary occupation. 
. 2. Take up one course and complete it instead of follow-
mg several courses at the same time. 
3. Arrange the time, place and amount of his studies. 
Course One 
Fundamental Doctrines of Christianity 
By R. A. TORREY, 
Dean of the Institute 
This is a careful study of what the Bible teaches on the 
Christian faith. The method pursued is to bring together 
e-yery s.tatement of Scripture bearing upon the doctrine under 
d1scuss1~n and frc:m~ them asce;tain and formulate the teaching 
of the Bible. This 1s the true mductive method of study. 
Course Two · 
The Life and Teachings of Our Lord 
By R. A. TORREY, 
Dean of the Institute 
~his course presents a thorough study of the life and 
t~achmgs of our Lord as recorded in the four Gospels. It con-
~1sts of 140 studies. These studies cover practically every verse 
m the four Gospels, though in many of the studies several 
accounts are included in a single study. 
Each lesson presents a passage from Scripture, with the 
parallel passages from the other Gospels. The passage is ouf-
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lined in its natural divisions; and a series of questions demand-
ing thought .and study is given upon each division. Then, at 
the close of the whole lesson, the teachings of the whole passage 
are classified; as, for example, "Teachings about Jesus Christ," 
"About the New Birth," etc. 
At the end of each twenty lesson·s a series of questions on 
the whole section is sent to the student to be answered and 
returned. If these answers are satisfactory, the student is 
allowed to take up the next section. This method is followed 
until the · entire 140 lessons (seven sections') are concluded. 
The course is an admirable one for use in advanced classes in 
Sunday Schools, and for men's classes, etc. 
Course Three 
Through the Bible by Books and Chapters 
By JOHN H. HUNTER, 
Secretary of the Faculty of the Institute 
This course carries the student right through the Bible, 
from Genesis to Revelation, each book being studied as a 
whole, and each chapter in each book analyzed. 
An introduction to each book is furnished, which puts 
the student in possession of the facts concerning the writer 
of the book, when, where and why the book was written so far 
as the facts are positively known, or generally accepted by 
conservative scholars. An analysis of each book is designed to 
give the student a grasp of its contents by which the material 
can be recalled to memorv. 
Next, the book is stti'died by chapters, each chapter being 
carefully analyzed so as to bring out the lesson-doctrinal or 
practical-that the chapter ·contains, and other valuable facts. 
A specially prepared blank is furnished on which the stu_. 
dent records the result of his own study. These are sent to 
the instructor for examination as each book, or group of 
books is completed. The work is caref1;111Y examined by the 
instructor and mistakes are marked in red ink. The marked 
sheets are returned to the student with corresponding compar-
ison sheets. From the latter, the student can readily see his 
mistakes, or how his work could be improved. An examination 
on the introduction and general contents of each book is given 
before beginning the new book, except in the case of the 
shorter books where several are taken in one examination. 
Students are encouraged to state difficulties that arise in 
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their studies, and the instructor gives ·au the help he can, 
though he does not promise to solve them all.. There are many 
things on which Bible students need more hght. . 
This course requires, as a rule, two years to complete it ; 
students who have more time at their disposal than the aver-
age person employed during the day, -can complete it in less, 
and will be allowed to do · so. 
Course Four 
Personal Evangelism a~d Practical Work 
By T. C. HORTON, 
Superi~tendent of the Institute 
The business of every believer is to be qualified for service. 
The work of . every believer is soul saving. It will therefore 
be the privilege of the instructor in this course: first, to P?t the 
student in touch with the Scripture best calculated to -eqmp for 
the work of dealing with believers and unbelievers; second, to 
direct the student in the best methods of doing personal work; 
third, to give suggestions concerning_ the preparation for con-
duct of religious meetings. . 
The instructor will aim to bear a personal relation to each 
student and to combine all of the students of this course into 
a body' of personal workers, with s_uch associated relationship 
that by fellowship in prayer, a ~efimte work may be performed 
during the progress of the studies. . 
Examinations will be made upon the complet10n of four 
chapters. . . 
The sti..ldent will be expected to complete the course withm 
one year. It may be completed ~n half the time, provided the 
student is disposed and has the time to devote to the :work. 
The instructor will be glad to answer any quest10ns, and 
give such practical direction in individual cases as may. be nec-
essary to insure the ~es~ re~ults. . 
Courses in Synthetic Bible Study and the Preparation of 
Bible Readings and Gospel Addresses are in course of prep-
aration by Dr. William Evans. 
Examinations and Certificates 
A certificate ot work accomplished will be given at the 
completion of each course. 
An average of 75 per cent will be required to entitle one 
to a certificate on the conclusion of a course. 
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Work done in the Correspondence School will be credited 
to students who may wish to enter the Institute later. 
Students requesting it will be enrolled in the Correspond-
ence Course Prayer Circle. 
Applications for Enrollment in Corresponde.nce School 
An application form is furnished on the next page for the 
student to fill ?ut and return, with the required fees (see ~e­
low), upon which the student will be duly enrolled and studies 
forwarded. 
The cost of each course is : 
~ ~~~~~ ~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::$~:g~ I 
Number Three _______ :___ __________________ _____ __ ______ 5 .oo' 
Number Four______ _ 3.00 
Enrollment · fees cannot--b~--~-~t~~-~~-~i-t~--~t-~d~nts discontinu-
ing any of the courses. 
Address mquiries, applications, etc., to .The Secretary, 
Correspondence School, Bible Institute of Los Angeles, Cal. 
The Finances of the Institute 
It .h.as always been the practice of the Institute to make no charge 
for tmtto?. From certain investments there is a limited income f~r 
the c~rrymg on of the work of the Institute, but in addition to thts 
there 1s. needed .annually $35,000 for the•maintenance of the work. Tht~ nee_d is met each year by voluntary contributions, and those 
who believe m the teachings for which the Bible Institute stands, and 
the work which it is doing in trainina men and women for Christian usefulne~s, and in actually winning m;n to Christ while th~y are being 
thus tra~ned, are earnestly requested to help in the financial needs of 
the Institute. 
1. By .a contripution to current expense. Either laq~·e or. small 
amounts will be gratefully received and will assist materially m the 
work. ' 
. 2. By assumi~g the expense of training a student for one year. 
This means donatmg to the Institute not the cost of his room and ~oard, but the pro. rata cost of his i~struction. The student himself 
is expected to provide for his room and board. 
3. By founding ';I- permanent "Scholarship" for the training of a ~tudent, ';1-S above, which scholarship may bear the name · of the donor, if so desired. 
4
·. By investing in the Institute securities or by investing on the Annuity Plan. ' 
5. By remembering "Bible Institute of Los Anodes" in a last will 
and testament. "' 
;Every con~ributor of $5.00 or more annually to the Institute, will 
receive The Kmg's Business, which is published monthly, free. ' 
Page Thirty-one 
The Bible Institute of Los Angeles 
The Bible Institute of Los Angeles has for its purpose the training 
of Christian men and women in all forms of Christian activity, such 
as pastor's assistants, evangelists, evangelistic singers, home and for-
eign missionaries, and Sunday School workers. So efficient is the 
training given that a large number of the students have entered into 
and made a great success of the pastorate without further training 
than that given in the two years' course. 
The regular course of training of the Institute covers two school 
years (from October to June), and includes a complete study of the 
English Bible by the Synthetic, Analytic, and Chapter Summary 
method; a comprehensive study of the great doctrines of the Bible; 
the use of the Bible in personal work; the preparation and delivery of 
sermons and Bible addresses; Church History; Pastoral Theology; 
Biblical Introduction; Christian Evidences; Foreign· Missions; Sunday 
School Work; training for Bible teachers, Public Speaking; Evan-
gelism,. etc. A course of instruction in church and gospel music is 
provided, offering such training in music as is amply sufficient for 
effective Christian service. · 
Tuition is free, students paying for their room and board only, 
which costs about five dollars per week. 
Term certificates are granted at the close of each of the six terms 
of the full course. The Institute diploma is awarded, after two years, 
for satisfactory work done. ' 
The calls for Christian service today are greater than can be sup-
plied. This is "true in almost every field of Christian activity. The 
Bible Institute has accommodations for six hundred and fifty students 
in its magnificently equipped and spacious buildings. It affords a 
magnificent training for those who feel called of God to devote them-
selves to Christian service, and also for those who, while not feeling 
called upon to give themselves up altogether for such service, never-
theless feel the need of becoming more thoroughly equipped for work 
in their own churches. 
While there is a sense in which the work of the Bible Institute 
really begins in October of each year, one can enter the Institute at the 
beginning of any one of the three te s in each year (October, J anu-
ary, April). 
Catalog giving full information will be sent on application to the 
Secretary of the Faculty, 536 South Hope Street. 
